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. HE Ingenious Author of theſe Papers 
2 Geing not eaſily prevailed with to 
permit the Publication of them, I an 
cn not at liberty to inform the Reader 
auy farther than that they were writ by one, 
who had been many Tears of the Church of Rome, 
but having been for ſome time diſſatisſy d with 
ſeveral Doftrines and Practices in that Church, 
had reſolv'd to examine, with great Care, the 
Grounds of that Authority on which they were 
receiv d, by conſulting the beſt Books en that 
Subject on both fides, and by adviſing with Men 
of the beſt Judgments of both Communions <- 
And that theſe Papers were the reſult of thoſe 
free and impartial Enquiries, deſigned only to 
impart the Author's Thoughts to a Friend, with- 
out any Intention of making them Publick. 
But falling into the Hands of ſome very good 
Judges, as well Divines as others, the publiſhing 
of them was very much deſired, both for the 
Strength and Clearneſs of the Reaſoning, and for 
the Shortneſs of them; many Readers being en- 
courag d. co ſeek for Information in Pieces of this 
Size, who have neither the Mind nor the Leiſure 
to go thro large Volume. 
\. They are, I think, writ with that Judgment, 
and withal with that Plainneſs, that they may be 
at all times uſeful to thoſe of our own Communion, 
xl that want tobe fortified againſt the hold Pretences 
to Iwfallibility by the Churth off Rome; and will, 
OT e I bope 
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I hope, help to open the Eyes of ſuch of the Romiſh 
Communion as are perſuaded, that thoſe who 
deny that Infallibility, take away all Certainty 
of the Chriſtian Religion, or of the Authority of | - 
the Scriptures, the Grounds of thoſe Pretences be- 
ing the chief Subject of theſe Leiters. 
It might have been expected that the Anſwer, | 
writ by one of the Romiſh Perſuaſion to the Fit 
Letter, ſhould have been printed, mith the Reply; 
and, indeed, I wiſh that could have been done, for 
preventing all Cavils and Exceptions, but it ſeems 
it was return d (after the Reply was writ ) upon the 
Requeſt of the Gentleman that brought it, before 
any Copy was taken of it. But however there is the 
leaſt need of it, fince I am perſuaded the full Force 
of the Arguments is plainly and fairly ſet down 
_ in the Repiy, - he 50 
The Reader will eaſily obſerve, that the Anſwer 
was writ to a Third Perſon, by a Stranger to the 
Author of theſe Letters, which is the reaſon that 
the Reply is writ in the ſame manner, not dire(- 
ty to the Perſon concern d, as the Firſt is. 
I need ſay no more concerning the Author or 
the Performance; I pray God it may have the 
good Effect, to excite all ſorts of Perſons of what 
Perſuaſion ſoever, ſeriouſly and impartially to en- 
Juire into the Grounds and Reaſons of their Reli- 
gion, as this Author has done: For it is not only 
the moſt rational Method for finding out Truth, 
ut what is indiſpenſably requir d of us by Reve- 
lation; where we are enjoyn d to proye all things, 
in order to the holding faſt that which is go d. 
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SIR, 


Thank you for the Favour of your 
Books, which I return, having read that 
concerning the Guide in Controverſies twice, 
with all the Attention I am capable of, 
and with all the Impartiality I could, under 
ſo ſtrong a Bias as all naturally have for that 
or | Side which they have deliberately and pub- 
he lickly made their free Choice. I was not 
at | indeed inclin'd to reſolve againſt Doubting, 
„ | tho* told It is a Mortal Sin, for I am perſuaded 

. e can be ſo, that is out of our Power 
as not to doubt of a Thing which we ſee geg 
Reaſon to doubt of, ſurely is: However, that 
Maxim gives great Prejudice againſt thoſe who 
&- | hold it, as the beſt Security of Error, and the 
ö moſt effeQual Bar againſt the' Diſcovery of 
d. Truth; for which a very different Diſpoſition 
D is requiſite, viz A readineſs to ſubmit to 172 
Be A vi- 
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Evidence of Truth, how oppoſite ſoever to all 


our preſent Perſuaſions. And in this Diſpoſi- 
tion I have endeavour'd to keep my ſelf, on 
that important Enquiry, Whether the Proofs 


of an Infallible Guide, are ſufficiently full, and 


clear, to fſatisfie an unprejudic'd Mind; as I 
heartily wiſh to find them. In order to judge 
the better of my Thoughts on this Subject, 
give me leave, SIR, to repreſent to you free- 
y what I think is the Sum of your Author's 
Arguments, what Defe& I obſerve in them, 
and what ſeems to me the only Ground on 
which the Belief of AY Guide can be eſta- 


bliſh'd. I begin with the laſt by laying down 


this Poſition. 

That there can be no reaſon to aſcribe In- 
fallibility to any Man, or Aſſembly of Men, 
but an expreſs Divine Promiſe ; and that 
thoſe to whom ſuch a Grant is made, can nei- 
ther Limit, or Extend, Transfer, or Diſpoſe 
it, in any Manner, or to any Perſons ; but it 
muſt be fix d in thoſe only who are expreſl 
ſeparated, and diſtinguiſh'd, by that Promiſe. 
This being laid down, which I believe will be 
granted me, we are next to conſider with 
your Author, What is the importante of thoſe 

laces in Scripture, in which that Promiſe is 


ſaid ro be contain'd, and to whom they muſt 
be apply d. Our Saviour's Promiſes, he ſays ( all 


or moſt of them) are made to the Guides of the 
Church, and therefore to the Church as a Guide; 
a Conſequence which ſhall be farther conſi- 
der'd by and by. But here I muſt obſerve, 
That ſeveral of them ſeem evidently limited 
to the Apoſtles, as thoſe in which are mm 
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1 
the Promiſe of guiding them into all Truth, and John 16. 
that of ſhe ing 1455 things to come: From which *3: 
nf} 7 ſee no more reaſon to infer a Succeſſion of 
f5 | Infallibilit „than a Succeflion of Prophecy; 
1d | but both ſeem equally to belong to that extra- 
1 ordinary Inſpiration, which was neceſſary for 
4 the firſt Promulgators of the 8 If it is 
» | thought neceſfary to extend thoſe other Pro- 
= | miſes farther, of our Saviour's being with them © 
K to the End of the World, = 4 * 8 7 _ Marth, 28. 
1 ding with them for ever, (tho theſe Expreſ- 11 
oy cole are 3 us d in Scripture, when 2 why 
i | they cannot be taken in their full extent, as 
N | no doubt you know; but) to whom ſoever 
they may be extended, they are far from im- 
porting Infallibility, as may be ſeen in ſeve- 
I || ral Places where they are us d for thoſe ordi- 
1> | nary Aſſiſtances, and Protections, which God 
has promis'd to all his People ; every good 
0 Chriſtian may hope and pray that God will 
* be with them for ever. As for that Injuncti- 
4 on, Tell the Church, &c. I cannot but wonder Matth. 18. 
y | to find it always urg'd on this Subject; for I :7. 
E | think nothing can be plainer, than that it does 
4 not at.all belong to it, when the whole Scope 
: of the Diſgourſe is taken together, from the 
& | x5th Verſe, If thy Brother treſpaſs againſt thee, &c. 
7 Our Saviour is plainly ſpeaking of private Dif- 
{| ferences among Chriſtians, which he wou'd 
have them firſt endeavour to make up between 
I themſelves, then to try the Interpoſition of 
> | Friends; and laſtly, to refer the Matter to the 
whole Body ; and if any one was not to be 
gain d by ſuch amicable Methods, he might be 
look'd on, or us'd as a Heathen, 5. e. proſecuted 
in Temporal Courts, 5 which OO 
2 1 
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if any Authority of the Church is to be in- 
ferr'd; it muſt be to decide Civil Controver- 
ties, and Private Quarrels. The only Text, I 
think, that contains an expreſs Promiſe to the 
Church is this, On this Rock will I build my 
Church,” and the Gates of Hell ſhill not prevail 
againſt it; which ſeems not neceſſarily to import 
more than that no Power ſhould ever be able 
to deſtroy Chriſt's Church; the Word render'd 
prevail, ſignify ing (as I am told) an intire Vi- 
ctor 7. | TH 


But ſuppoting that Text to mean that the 
Church ſhou'd never fail into any Error, (which 
ſure is very darkly expreſs'd in it) fince this 
cannot be umverſally extended, as is own'd by } 
all, but that great Numbers may, and have 
errd; Jam ſtill ro ſearch for ſome Direction, 
whom in any Diviſion of the Church, I ma 
adhere to as aà Guide Infallible ; and for this 
Chriſt has certainly given us a Rule, if your 
Author's Concluſion is true, that moſt of the 
Promiſes being made to the Guides of the Church; 
therefore to the Church as a Guide; for without 
ſuch a Rule, this can be no Rule to us, when 
theſe Guides are divided among themſelves. 


And on this Occaſion, he ſays, Ie ſeems alſo 
evident that Chriſtians in ſuch diſſenting of Go ver- 
nors may not ſofely follow which they pleaſe , or 
judge to be in their Doctrine the righteſt ; for ſo they 
fjuclge of their Fudges. But that ſome Rule there 
i ro whom in ſuch Caſe they are to adhere : It being 
as neceſſary for the ſame Divine Providence to leave 
ſome Means by which to knew our Guide, as to give 
us One. Thus He. And this indeed is evidently 

ws: ne- 
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neceſſary, if the other part is true, That Chri- 


ſtians may not judge for themſelves in ſuch Di/- 


ſentions among Governors. But where is this Rule 


to be found? This is what we are in ſearch of, 
but of this the Scriptures are entirely ſilent, 
give not the leaſt Hint of any Perſon, or num- 
ber of Perſons, whom, in caſe of Diviſions, all 
Chriſtians are obliged to follow: But your Au- 
thor tells us, that this Rule, by Tradition, has been, 
and, in Reaſo n, can be, no other but this, That in Fudges 
Eccleſiaſtical ſubordinate (whether Perſens or Councils ) 
diſſenting, Men ought to adhere to the Superior, in 
Judges Equal diſſenting, to adhere to the Major, 
not to the Minor Part. 


Allowing this to have been by Tradition the 


; only Rule, as I doubt not that it may in Rea- 
ſon be the Beſt that any Body of Men can fix on 


for the maintaining of Peace and Order ; yet if 
this is not a Divine Inſtitution, what Reaſon can 
allure me, that in all Diſſentions of the Church, 
the ſuperiour in Dignity or Number muſt be 
in the right? Which is far from being true of 
any other Body of Men. But that this Rule 
is of Divine Inſtitution, I find no appearance 
of a Proof, and methinks that Aſſertion of your 
Author ſeems to ſuppoſe the contrary, vix. 
that in Reaſon there can be no other, Cou'd he 
have ſhewn us that in Fact this Rule was given 


us by God, No body would have doubted the 


Reaſonableneſs of it; but by this he cannot 
mean that God cou'd not in reaſon have given 
us any other: (For who can deny, that if He 
had been pleas'd to diſtinguiſh any determin'd 
Succeſſion of Men, how — or of what Dig- 


nity ſoever, by a Promiſe of Infallibility, it 
A by 7 A 3 1 7 5 8 wou d 
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wou'd have been a very good Rule for us to 
adhere to Him or Them, even againſt the whole 
World :) What then can he mean, but that 
this is the only Rule that Humane Reaſon can fix 
on ; an Argument which can amount to no 
more than a Fitneſs or Neceflity of ſubmittin 

to Superiors, or the Majority of a Council, 
for the Security of Order and Union ; (which 
are, indeed, very valuable Things, and not 
lightly to be thrown off:) But a Submiſſion to 
them can be no infallible Security from Error, 
(and therefore we cannot be abſolutely, in all 
Things, obligd to ſuch Submiſſion) without 


an expreſs Divine Promiſe, that thoſe Paſtors 


who are ſuperior in Dignity, or the Majority 
of thoſe who ſhall happen to be aſſembled in 


a Council, ſhall never err. But to ſuch a Di- 


vine Promiſe I find no Pretence, nor to any 
Direction from Chriſt or his Apoſtles, whom 
to follow as a Guide in caſe of Diviſions : The 
Promiſes in Scripture are by no Side carry'd 
farther than to colle& from them, that the 
whole Church, or all the Guides of the Church, 


Mall never fall into Error: But fince thoſe who | 


Mall not err, are not diſtinguiſh'd, to Us, from 
thoſe who may, ſhould we not conclude, con- 
trary to your Author, that therefore thoſe Pro- 
miſes to the Guides of the Church, are not 
meant to the Church as a Guide? For methinks, 


his Concluſion, [That they are ſo meant, ] is 


very well confuted by himſelf, where he ſays, 
He that appoints us to Jaw a Guide and 
then leaves us no way (when our Guide conſiſts of 
many Perſons and when Two Parties of them 
contradict one another o know which of then 
js fo be our Guide, it is all one as if he left 4 
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Guide. From which this Reaſoning cloſely fol- 
lows. But God has given us no Direction how 
to know our Guide, Ergo He has, (or it is all 
one as if he had) given us no Guide. Nor does 


your Author here, or elſewhere, offer to ſhew 


that God has given us any Rule by which to 
know this Guide; But here, from a Conceſſion 
of ſome Proteſtants, that there ſhall be always 
ſome Paſtors of the Church unerring, He ar- 
gues, That theſe ( unleſs allowed to be the Su- 
perior or Major Part) can be of no uſe as a 
Guide to the Whole ; which no Proteſtants main- 
tain them to be, all affirm that there is no in- 
fallible Guide bur the Scriptures : Yet, as if it 
were granted that thoſe unerring Paſtors were 
to be a known appointed Guide, he concludes 


that His muſt be the Rule by which to know 
this Guide; but gives us no better Proof that 


this is our Rule, than in the other Place, ſends 
us to Human Reaſon and Probabilities, For it 


is more likely (ſays he) that 4 particular Perſon Page 19. 


fhou'd err than a Synod ; and a ſmaller Synod than a 
more general ; and ſo too of Perſons ſubordinate, that 


| thoſe elected and advanced to higher Places of Fudi- 


cature, ſhould be both Perſons of greater Knowledge 
and Merit ; and, according to the Neceſſity of their 
Place, Divigely more aſſiſted. Not to urge, that 
this has been far otherwiſe in Fact, (as it is too 
ſure, that ſeveral of thoſe advanced to the 
higheſt Rank in the Church, have been very 
ill and very ignorant Men) let it be as /ike/y 
as he pleaſes, how far does this fall ſhort of 
that Security, Which we look for in a Guide 
Infallible, by an expye6 Divine Promiſe ? 


A 4 
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But hy elſe (continues he) ſuch a Subordination, 


and Appeal from lower to higher Courts; unleſs theſe be, 


of the two, the leſs liable to Error, both from Human 


and Divine Help? To which I anſwer, That No 


body. denies. that the Church might caſt it ſelf 
into ſuch a Model for very good Ends, relating 
to Order and Diſcipline ; but how Infalli- 
bility can be infer d from thence, I do not 
ſee: For, Firſt, I cannot find that thoſe Sub- 
ordinations, upon which ſuch Appeals are 
founded, are ſo much as pretended to be of 
Divine or Apoſtolical Inſtitution (as that of 
Inferior Clergy to their Biſhop, is ;) but for 
thoſe other, of Biſhops to their Metropolitan, 


and of Metropolitans to Patriarchs, they ſeem 


Diſtinctions merely flowing from the former 
Diſpoſition of the Roman Empire, and the Tem- 


poral Dignity of Cities; as new Privileges were 


given to the Biſhop of Conſtantinople, upon that 
City's being made the Seat-of the Empire. But, 
Secondly, If theſe Subordinations were all of 
Divine Inſtitution, and allowing the higher of 


the two the leſs liable to Error, how does that, 


or the conſtant Practice in the Church, of ap- 
pealing accordingly from lower to higher Courts, 
any more prove the Majority of a General 
Council Infallible (without an expreſs Promiſe 
for it) than the like Conſtitution of other Bo- 
dies proves the higheſt Court of them to be 
Infallible, or than it proves every Metropoli- 
tan, or every Biſhop, to be ſo, becauſe all un- 
der their reſpective Juriſdictions are oblig'd to 
obey them. But your Author had told us before, 
That this being the Traditive Rule of Obedience, 
which has been always obſery'd in the Church, if our 


| "wad wad Promiſes of Aſſſtance import only (as ſome 


Pro- 
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”, [Proteſtants affirm) That there ſhall be always ſome 
be, [Clergy unerring, but how few or of what Dignity they 
an nay be, is uncertain; Then the People, in following 
Jo [the ſuperior, and the major part, (the Traditive Rule) 
elf | will thus be ty d ſometimes, to obey thoſe of the Clergy 
ng 0 whors Chrift denies ſuch Aſſiſtance, and to diſobey 
li- :boſe ao have it. Which is the ſum of his Argu- 
ot ment in that Page. But therefore (ſay all Pro- 
b- teſtants) the People are not ty'd to this Rule 
re of Obedience in all Caſes: Tis a Human Conſti- 
of ¶tution; and whenever any of thoſe (though 
of || otherwiſe their lawful Superiors) depart from 
Yr their ſole infallible Rule the Scriptures, the Peo- 
1, ple are not oblig'd to follow them; for they 
n f muſt obey God rather than Man. If he means, 
r | that the People are ty'd to this Rule of Obedi- 
- | ence in all Caſes by Divine Authority, tis that of 
e | which we want a Proof; if not, his Concluſion 
t | will amount to no more, than that ſuch Superi- 
„ | ors requiring an univerſal and abſolute Submiſſi- 
fon to their Decrees, will thus ſometimes tye the 
f | People to ſubmit to Error: which his Adverſa- 
» . | ries will eaſily grant him. W 


3 The only Argument I find in your Author 
for the Divine Authority of a General Council, 
is this, That the Church-Governours when ever Page 303. 
aſſembled in Council, do act by the ſelf-ſame Autho- 
* | rity ( received from our Lord, and by their Divine 


Inſtitution ) by which they act ſingly, in their ſeveral 


Charges : — What ee then, and whence they 
had it ſingly, they have united. — And ſo much [ 
believe not only Dr. Hammond, whom he 
quotes, but all of the Church of England will 
own ; But is this Authority abſolute, and un- 
limited, in Matters of Fath, or is it not? If 
l | | it 


[10 
it be, then every one will be obliged to obey 


their ſeveral Biſhops, how much ſoever they 
differ from one another ; if it be not unlimitted 


(as ſure it is not ſince every ſingle Biſhop may 


err (as is confeſs d by all) and in ſuch Caſe 
the People cannot be bound to obey ) then 
neither is it ſo, when they are united, for they 
act by the ſelf-ſame Authority, when aſſembled, by 
which they act ſingly: But how high ſoever the 
Authority of Biſhops may be, this is not the In- 
ſtitution we look for, nor will it help us in our 
ſearch whom to follow, when they are divided 
among themſelves : The Divine Authority we 
are enquiring for, is that of a Primate, over 
many Inferiour Biſhops, or of a Majority of 
them, over a leſſer Number, with a Promiſe 
that ſuch ſhall not err; and in caſe the greater 
Number of Inferiour Biſhops ſhould diſſent 


from their Superiours in Dignity ; on which 
Side the Infallibility ſhould reſt, or to whom 


the People muſt adhere. But of ſuch a Divine 
Authority, Promiſe, or Direction, I do not 
find that any Proof is offered. 


Nor does your Author mention this laſt 


Caſe at all, of a Majority diſſenting from their 


Superiours, though this not only may, but has 


happen'd. And if it is not determin'd which 


of them, in ſuch Caſe, is the Infallible Guide, 
the People will be left uncertain whom to fol- 
low, or according to their different Opinions 
about it, may have a very different Rule of Faith. 


And is it to be thought that a Living In- 


fallible Guide was deſign'd us, and yet, that nei- 


ther our Saviour, or his Apoſtles, ſhould ſay 
one Word of any Rule how to * this 
uide 


E 


uide in caſe of Diſſentions, nor give the leaſt 
y Direction how that Body ſhould be conſtituted, 
which was to have ſo great a Priviledge as In- 
Wallibilicy ; either of what Perſons it ſhould 
conſiſt, or what Number of Votes, or what 
Acceptation ſhould be neceſſary, to make its 
Decrees obligatory ? About all which ſo many 
obvious Doubts may be raiſed ; and theſe not 
the Cavils of a captious Enemy ; for ſeveral 
Councils are rejected even by the Church of 
Rome, and how can we certainly know, that 
they had not a Title to Infallibility, and a 
Right to be obeyed, or that thoſe others may 
not as well be rejected, without ſome ſtated 
Rules of. what is ſufficient co give a Council 
the Authority of a General One, ſince none of 
them have been ſtrictly ſuch. 


But no Direction being left us by Chriſt or 
his Apoſtles, about this ſo important a Matter, 
is it not reaſonable to conclude, That their 
Writings are the only Rule they deſign'd us, b 
which we are to (try the Spirits) examine all 
Doctrines, and as they agree, or not, to that 
Rule, accordingly to receive, or reject them; 
which if it reſolve at laſt into every Man's pri- 
vate Judgment, is it not vain to urge Abſur- 
dities, or Inconveniences from that ? For with- 
out proving that God has given us another de- 
termin d Guide, this is only arguing, that he 
|, ſhou'd have done ſomething, which he has not 

done. 

But why is it thought ſo neceſſary for us to 
be more infallibly ſecured from Error, than 
from Sin? Which ſeems more oppoſite to the 
Purity of God, and more Prejudicial to ea 
7 8 FEY in; 
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kind; what Abſurdity is there in thinking, that 
God has left our Underſtanding as free as our. 
Will? And if Men had done ſo too, what In- 

convenience would have follow'd from it ? * 
Thoſe Diviſions that are now among Chriſti. | 
ans, ſeem not the neceſſary Conſequence of a2 
Diverſity in Opinions, but of Mens having | 
made the Terms of Communion, ſtraiter than 
God has made the Terms of Salvation; other- 
wiſe all Chriſtians, who agree in thoſe impor- 

tant Truths which are Eſſentials of the Covenant 
of Grace, might have been of one Heart, and of 
one Communion, notwithſtanding their Diffe- 

rences about other things; as we fee the Domi 
nicans and Feſuits are, though the Matter in | 
Diſpute between them, ſeems of much greater 
Conſequence than many of choſe things for, 
which Churches are unhappily divided from 
one another ; from which may I not conclude, 
That thoſe Diſorders ( for the Prevention of 
which, an Infallible Determiner of all Contro- 
verſies is urg'd as neceflary ) are ſo far from be- 
ing the Effects of Mens judging for themſelves, 
that they manifeſtly proceed from their not be- 
ing left at Liberty to do fo, as the Dominicans 
and FJeſuits are, in the conteſt between them; 

| and that therefore if God has not required that 

| all controvertible Matters ſnou'd be determin'd, 

he has left us a more effectual Way to Peace 
and Uunion, viz. By bearing with one another 

| in ſuch things; than he had done by appointing 

ſuch an undetermin'd Judge of them, as about 

whom the greateſt Controverſy may be rais d. 

If it is urg'd, that thus many Errors will get 
into the Church, which is contrary to our Sa- 
viour's Promiſes; I ask how it can be prov'd 
, ; more 
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more inconſiſtent wich the Promiſe, that the 


Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt the 


hurch, that ſome Errors ſhou'd be in it, or 
that the greateſt part of it ſhou'd err, than that 


many Sins ſhou'd fo widely prevail in it, as we 


ſee they do? Or, How can it be ſaid, that the 


| Gates of Hell prevail againſt the Church, whilſt 
it retains all Truths neceſſary to Salvation? For 
| though with them there ſhou'd be a mixture 


ev'n of dangerous Errors, whilſt Faith in Chriſt, 
and Repentance for the Remiſſion of Sins, are 
maintain'd, they will prove as it were Antidotes 
againſt the Malignity of them: for if Men ſin- 


cerely endeavorr to know the Truth, and ask 


Pardon for all their involuntary Miſtakes, what 
reaſon is there to doubt that David's Prayer will 


be accepted for ſuch Errors, as well as for the 


Sins which without our own Fault we are ig- 
norant of? ( Os cleanſe thou me from all my ſecret 
Sins.) E 


This, SI R, ſeems to me no irrational Scheme 
of Religion: But whatever Objections may be 
urged againſt it, they can be of no force if God 
has given us no other. If Men will abuſe their 
Liberty of ſearching in the Scriptures whether 
theſe things are ſo, every one muſt account for 
himſelf at his own Peril. But what greater Safe- 
ty can they have by ſubmitting to the Decrees 

of a Council, though ſeeming to them contra- 
y to the Word of God, when they have no 
ommand from him for ſuch a Submiſſion, than 
they have in following ſome few Paſtors who 
they think adhere more cloſely to their confeſs d 
Rule, The Scriptures. 
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Much rather indeed, moſt gladly wou'd I ſub 
mit to an infallible Interpreter of God's appoin- 
ting, if ſuch a one I cou'd find ; but I muſt con! 
clude with my firſt Poſition, which is the 
Ground I have all along proceeded on, That 
there can be no reaſon to aſcribe Infallibility to 
any Man, or Aſſembly of Men, but an Expreſs 
Divine Promiſe, &c. If, STR, you can ſhew 
me, either that this Poſition is falſe, or admit- 
ting it true, can prove that our Saviour has gi- 


ven us any Promiſe or Direction where that In- 


fallibility which is ſaid to be in the diffuſive Bo- 
dy of the Church, ſhall be found in caſe of Di- 
viſions ; twill extreamly rejoyce me to ſee it 
plainly done : but I have found nothing like ic 


in your Author. Tis true, I have not in this 


Paper examined every Particular in his Book, 
or gone through it methodically, being loth to 
give you ſo. tedious a Trouble; nor was it need- 
ful to my Purpoſe, which is not to anſwer him: 
But I have, to the beſt of my Underſtanding, 
taken the Strength of all his direct Arguments 
for an infallible Guide, and am much miſtaken 
if any of his Arguments amount to more than a 
Ficneſs, or ſuch a Neceſſity of ſubmitting to 
Superiours, as reſpects Order; or, on the other 
hand, Abſurdities, or rather Inconveniences, in 
Mens being left to judge for themſelves: both 
which I have conſider d in theſe Lines. And as 
I am induc'd to this Search by the ſame unpre. 
judic'd Love of Truth that brought me firſt to 
you, I hope you will receive and anſwer this 
with the ſame Condeſcention and Charity you 


then had for me, who am and ever ſhall be with 
reſpec, 8 


SIR » Your moſt humble Servant. 
The 
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| The Second 


LETTER. 


urg'd in Anſwer to my Letter, which 

are enlarg'd on in ſeveral Paragraphs, 

and frequently reſum'd, may be re- 

duc'd to two Propoſitions ; by which, my Re- 


is I ply to them will be the leſs tedious, and the 


more clear. | 

The Fit, That my Objections againſt a li- 
ving Infallible Guide, equally overthrow the Infalli- 
bility of Scripture it ſelf: Which is the Subject of 
the Sections mark'd 1, 2, 3, 4, 5, 6 


The Second, That Proteſtants (the Church of Eng- 


land in particular) receiving not only the uncontrover- 


ted, but the controverted Books of Scripture, on the 


Infallible Authority of the Church ; and the Deciſions 
of the four firff General Councils as the Deciſions of 
the Holy Ghoſt : They muſt own, that there was a li- 
ving Infallible Guide after the Deceaſe of the Apoſtles. 
And if there was ſuch a Guide for 500 Years, there 
no imaginable Ground to affirm that it was not to 
continue for ever; nor any Reaſon, whilſt they own 
that the Church 1s Infallible in her Deciſions concerning 
Scripture, to deny that ſhe 1 ſo in other things. Part 
of which is urg'd in the Section mark d 7; and 
the whole is variouſly inſiſted on in ſeveral other 
places. 


Now 


HE whole force of the Arguments 
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Now to all that is ſaid on this laſt Head, I 
need only give this ſhort Anſwer : That it pro- 
ceeds upon a wrong Suppoſition, and therefore 
the Argument built on it falls to the Ground 
having no Foundation. But the Gentleman ob- 
ſerves that I was aware of that Inference, vix. 
That there is as good reaſon to believe ſucceeding Coun- 
cils infallible as the 4 firſt.; and therefore (he ſays) 
I urg'd, that no Council yet has been ſtriftly a General 
one. What this (which was ſaid on a very diffe- 
rent occaſion,which he takes no notice ot) cou'd 
have been to the purpoſe of avoiding his Infe- 
rence, I cannot imagine; but he may be aſſur'd 
I was not aware of an Inference which I knew 
had no ground for. Proteſtants do not receive 
the Scriptures from the Church as an Infallibl 
Authority, nor the Deciſions of the four fir 
Councils as the Deciſions of the Holy Ghoſt; the: 
reverence thoſe Ccuncils for the ſake of their Do- 

&rine, which they find deducible from the Scri- 
| Ptures ; but do not believe the Doctrine on the 
Authority of the Councils, according to what the 
Ch. of England declares in her 21f Article, That 
General Councils may and have Erred in things per- 
raining to God; and that things ordain d by them 4 
neceſſary to Salvaticn, have neither Strength, nor Au- 
rhority, unleſs it may be declar d that they are taken 
from the Scriptures, And as for the Scriptures, 
they are believ'd to be written by inſpir'd Men, 
on the Teſtimony of the Church, not as a Body 
extracrdinarily aſſiſted by the Holy Ghoſt, bur as 
they are vaſt Companies of Men, who in a con- 
tinu'd Succeſſion of many Ages have handed 
them down to us, as Books written by thoſe 
whoſe Names they bear; it being morally im- 
poſſible that thoſe to whom they were at —1 

5 deli- | 


EN 
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 deliver'd, con'd have receiv'd and believ'd them, 
if they had nor known the great Matters of Fact 
contain'd' and appeal'd to in them to be true: 
which Facts ſufficiently prov'd their Authors to 
_ be inſpired: And as little is it poſſible that their 
Succeffors cou'd have corrupted thoſe Books, 
which were Read, Copied, Tranſlated; and Diſ- 
pers d, into ſo many hands, in all Ages of Chri- 
in > 20 ent SUTER eg” 7 
As for the controverted Books, neither are 
they receiv d on the Authority of any Judgment 
or Sentence pafs'd on them, but on the ſame 
moral Arguments on which the Councils judg'd 
them to be Canonical; as, their being mention'd 
for fuch by the earlieſt Chriſtian Wricers (which 
the Book of Revelations in particular is) the Num- 
ber of hands in which they were, and the Con- 
formity of their Doctrine with thoſe Books 
which had never been queſtion'd, but were con- 
ne ſtantly quoted and appeald to, on both ſides, in 
all the Diſputes that happen d among Chriſtians 
about other things. | | ps 
On theſe Grounds Proteſtants think they are 
| ſufficiently, if not infallibly certain of the infallible 
Authority of the Scriptures. EE 
And that they may thus be ſufficiently certain 
| char they ought to ſubmic to an Authority as in- 
fallible, the Gentleman muſt grant, whether he 
will haye the Scriptures believ'd on the Authori- 
ty of che Church as infallible, or the Church on 
the Authority of che Scriptures ; for one of them 
muſt be received on a moral Certainty, unleſs 
he will argue in a Circle, proving both by each 
other, which he knows will prove neither: This 
then, I doubt not, he will grant me, That the 
| Grounds on which Proteſtants believe the Scri- 
; B ptures, 
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ptures, may give a ſufficient Certainty that we 
ought to ſubmit to an Authority as Infallible. 
And now I ſuppoſe the Gentleman will think 
he has me at great Advantage, and that to be 
conſiſtent with my ſelf I muſt retra& my Poſiti- 
on, viz. That there can be no reaſon to aſcribe 
Infallibility to any Man or Aſſembly of Men, but 
an expreſs divine Promiſe, &c. The Queſtion 
then is, Whether the Caſes are alike ; which 
leads me to examine his firſt Propoſition, viz. 
That my Objections againſt a Living Infallible Guide, 
equally overthrow the Authority of Scripture it ſelf. A. 
| Propoſition which if he had made good, I ſhou'd 
be extreamly ſorry for it, becauſe there is this 
Unhappineſs in it, that inſtead of proving the 
Authority of the Church, it wou'd only prove, 
that the Authority of Church and Scripture are 
equally uncertain ; a fort of Arguments, which 
IT wiſh none wou'd make uſe of, but thoſe who 
deſign to overthrow Chriſtianity it ſelf ; which I 
wou'd by no means ſuppole to be the Gentleman's 
aim, notwithſtanding his hard Inſinuations of 
me: But let any one judge whether his Reaſon- 
ing, or mine, tends moſt to that conſequence. 
In examining the Arguments for a Living 
Infallible Guide (a Point deny'd by the greater 
Number of Chriſtians) I all along ſuppos'd the 
Authority of the Scriptures, as a common Prin- 
ciple agreed on by them all, thinking that 
Agreement a ſufficient Foundation for the 
Chriſtian Religion, whatever became of the 
Point in diſpute: On the other hand, the Gen- 
tleman being to maintain that diſputed Point, 
the Authority of the Church, as an Infallible 
Guide, turns my Objections againſt it, againſt 
the Authority of the Scriptures, and then, . 
o 


univerſal, for a Living Infalli 
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of ſnewing the Weakneſs of thoſe Obj ections, 
he only hopes I will grant they prove too 
much, but is ſo far from ſhewing that they do 


ſo, that all the reſt of his Diſcourſe is founded 


on 2 Suppoſition that thoſe Arguments are good 
againſt the Scriptures, that their Authority muſt 
be dubious, unleſs they are believ'd on the In- 
fallible Authority of the Church: And if ſo, 


will not the Authority of the Church (which is 


deny'd by the greater part of Chriſtians) be at 
leaſt as dubious as that of the Scriptures, for 
want of another Infallible Authority to ſupport 
our Belief of it? And ſo adieu both the 
Church of Rome's, and the Chriſtian Rule of 
Faith. Yet do I not uncharitably cenſure him 


of deſigning this Conſequence, obvious as it is, 


but there was no way to avoid it, but one of theſe 
two, Either by ſhewing, that my Arguments, 
as retorted by him, were not good againſt the 
Scriptures, but that we might have ſufficient 
Certainty of their Authority, tho' the Church 
were not infallible ; which had been too dan- 
gerous a 8 (tho' from thence he had 
urged, that we might be equally certain of the 


Church's Infallibility on the ſame Grounds,) for 


this would have wholly taken off the Force of 
his main Argument, for our receiving all the 
Deciſions df the Church as Infallible, viz. be- 
cauſe we muſt receive her Deciſions of Scri- 
pture as ſuch ; But, what is worſe, if he could 
not have produc'd a Tradition equatly clear and 

Guide, as for 
the Inſpiration of Scripture, the Authority of 
this Guide would again have been refer d to a. 
Tryal by Scripture; and ſo we had been where 


we were, andall my * might till have 


deen 
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been ſtrong enough againſt fuch a Guide, how- 
ever weak (as indeed they are) againft the Scri- 
ptures. If there fore he would not make this 
Conceſſion, that we may have a ſufficient Cer- 
tainty of the Divine Authority of the Scriptures, 
without believing the Church Infallible, the only 
other Means he had to avoid the Conſequence 


of taking away all n both of Church and 
Scripture, was to give a plain Reaſon why the 
Doctrine of an Lfallible Guide was more capa- 
ble of Certainty, and of being convey'd thro” 


a Courfe of many Ages clearly and unalterably, 


than the Books of Scripture; or to affirm, That, 
in Fact, it had been ſo ; a Propoſition which he 
would have found very difficult to maintain. 
But on that Suppoſition his whole Difeourle . 
muſt be founded, for ſince he plainly denies 
that we can be certain of the Divine Authority 
of the Scriptures, unleſs the Church is Infalli- 
le, (accuſing me of having made their Autho- 
ricy dubions, by attacking her Infallibility) he 


muſt then ſuppoſe that we may be more certain, 


by Tradition, of the Divine Authority of the 


Church, than we cen be of the Scriptures ; un- 


leſs (as I faid) he will take away all Certainty 
of either, and ſo overthrow Chriſtianity it ſelf. _ 


This then is the right State of the, Queſtion 


between us, Whether the Trfollibility of the 


Church, at now taught by the Church of Rome, or 


the Divine Authority of the Books of Scripture, has 
been convey d to us by the moſt clear and univerſal 


Tradition. And on the Reſolution of this, muſt 


ſtand or fall the Truth of my Poſition, and Ar- 


guments againſt an Infallible Guide, or of his 


Objection, viz. That they equally overthrow _ 
the Authority of Scripture ; For if the Scriptures 


have 


— 
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have come down to us by ſo clear and uninter- 
rupted a Tradition, as is ſufficient to give us 


2 Certainty of their Authority, then my Argu- 


ments cannot be turned againſt them; but if, 
on the other hand, the Doctrine of the Infal- 
libility of the Church, as a Guide, was not ca- 
Page of being, or has not been, convey'd to us 
by ſuch a Tradition as can give us a Certainty 
then there is all reaſon to require a plain Proo 
of it from the written Infallible Word of God ; 
and ſo my N will ſtand good againſt a 
Living Guide, tho' not againſt che Scriptures, 
unleſs it muſt follow, that if we can't be certain 
of ſome one thing without a Divine Revelation, 
thar therefore we cannot be certain of another, 
or of any thing, without Revelation; which, 
I ſuppoſe, the Gentleman wou'd not have me 
take for a good Concluſion, and, I aſſure him, 
I did not take it for a Principle. | | 
But the Ground on which I went, was, in- 
deed, that in which, he ſays, the Cavil lies, 
vx. That Tradition is no expreſs Proof of the In- 
fallikility of the Church, i. e. of that Part which 
ffoed to the Succeſſor of the chief of the Apo- 
ſeles, or rather, that we have no ſufficient Tra- 
dition of it; and therefore I expected, that af. 
ter he had turn'd my Arguments againſt Scri- 
pture, and (as I obſerv'd) ſuppos'd them good 
ſo apply'd, that he would have ſhewn them to 
be groundleſs Cavils againſt a Living Guide, 
by producing a better, or (if that were too hard 
a Task) as good a Tradition, for the Infallibi- 
licy of that Part of the Church which adheres 
to St. Peter's Succeſſor, as we hay2 for the Au- 
thoricy of the Scriptures. But inſtead of that, 
he only urges the u Subordinations " 
| B 3 the 
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the Church ,. the conſtant Exarcife of Au- 


thority by Church Guides, and the Submiſ- 


ſion of. the Faithful to them; All which I- 


had obviated, by enquiring, How ſuch Sub- 
ordinations (even ſuppoſing them of Divine In- 
ſtitution) and ſuch Exerciſe of Authority ac- 
cordingly, would any more prove the Superior 


in Number or Dignity Infallible, than the like 


Conſtitution of other Bodies proves them to be 
ſo; of which he takes no notice, and only 


ſays, Now that all this ſhould be granted of Di- 


vine Inſtitution , (though, by the way, I only 
ſupposd, by no means granted it) this Obliga- 
tien of Subordination and Submiſſion, laid upon all 
by God's expreſs Order ; if it do not infer that 
thoſe who conform to it , ſhall not be miſ-led 
by it into Error, I am to learn what can. And 
if this is a good Anſwer, I have learn'd what I 
did not know before, wiz. That all Sovereign 
Princes, nay, that all Parents, are Infallible ; for there 
is an Obligation of Subordination and Submiſ- 


ſion to them, laid upon all Children and Sub- 


jects, by God's expreſs Order: But if this do 


not infer, that thoſe who conform to it, ſhall 


not be miſ-led by it into Error, yet am I not 


to learn what can; a plain Promiſe from God, 
that ſuch Superiors ſhall be Infallible in all their 
Commands, would infallibly bear that Infe- 
rence ; but till He is pleasd to give us ſuch a 


Promiſe, they muſt (for ought I ſee) be con- 


tented that we pay them abſolute Obedience in 


all Things that fall under their Juriſdiction ; - 
but if they will go beyond that, by command- 

mg ny thing contrary to the Word or Will. 

o 


od, in that we muſt not obey them, and 
conſequently we muſt have a Liberty of 2 7 
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for our ſelves, whether they do ſo or not. Now 


a if this is true with relation to our Natural and 
Civil Governors, (as I believe Every body will 

F allow that it is) why is not the ſame Limitation 
as confiſtent with our Obligation of obeying 
. | Spiritual Governors? No doubt, this Liberty of 
r | judging for our ſelves, may be abus d im all 
os | thoſe Relations, Wicked Children and Rebels, 
a | as well as Hereticks, may make this a Pretence 
/ for throwing off their Duty ; but that does not 
- | make the Rule leſs true, or hinder thoſe from 
y being juſtified by it, who act ſincerely in it. 
4 But I ſeem to grant ( he ſays) that the Argu- 
Yi ments for infallible Church Authority, prove, that it 
t is fit, that it is neceſſary, there ſhou d be ſuch, from 
4 | whence he forms this Syllogiſm, Chriſt ſettled in 
d bis Church, what ever was fit and neceſſary, for its 
1 | Preſervation ; but ſuch is, (as is granted.) an In- 
„ | fellible Authority; Ergo, Chriſt ſettled an Infallible 
2 Authority in his Church. I know not how the 
Gentleman came ſo much to miſtake my Mean- 


, | ing, for I do not find that my Words give him 
o | any Occaſion for it, but if they had done ſo, 


i | in that one Place, by ſome negligence, or ob- 
bt | fcurity in the Expreſſion, methinks the Princi- 
] ples on which I argue all along, might have 
E led him to examine with a little more Care, 
6 whether the Words would not bear ſome other 
a | Senſe, leſs inconſiſtent with the reſt of my Let- 
I ter. But indeed the Place taken by it ſelf, 
n wou'd be very groſs Nonſenſe, if it were 


| meant as he underſtands it; juſt as much as if 
1. | LI had faid, It is neceſſary that there ſhou'd be 
11 an Infallible Authority in the Church, but we 
de | cannot be ſecur d from Error by ſubmitting to 
2 it, unleſs that Infallible Authority, is Infallible. 
or | B 4 Now 


| 


woes 
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Now. if the Gentleman will belicye I did not 
intend this profound Reaſoning, he. will find 


that my Words cou'd have no other Meaning, 
than, That thoſe Arguments taken from the 
Practice of the Church, and from the Rea-- 


ſonableneſs of Inferiors, ſubmitting to Superi- 


ors, or the Minor, to the Major, Part, . prove. 
only that there ſhould be ſome Government in 
the Church, but not that thoſe Governours 


ſhould be Infallible. For how elſe could I ſay, 


that thoſe Arguments might prove a Fitneſs, or 
Neceſſity of ſubmitting to Superiors, for the 


Security of Order and Union ; yet ſuch Sub- 


miſſion cou'd be no Security againſt Error, and 


from thence conclude as I do, that therefare 


we cannct be abſolutely, in all things, oblig'd 


to ſuch Submiſſion, becauſe though Order and 
Union, are very valuable Things, Truth muſt 
not be ſacrific'd to them. And thus, if it muſt 
be concluded that Chriſt has eſtabliſh'd in his 
Church, what ever I might think Fit, or Ne- 
ceſſary, (not to its Preſervation, for to that I 
have not granted, or ſo much as Ws that 
any Authority is neceſſary ; but) for the Se- 
curity of Order and Union, all that can fol- 
low from what I have ſaid, will be, that Chriſt 
has eſtabliſh'd ſome Government in the Church; 


but as I obſerv'd, that will no more prove that 


our Spiritual Governors, are Infallible, than 
that our Natural, or Civil Governors are ſo. 


Well then, ſince ſuch Inferences as theſe, 


- 


are not likely to ſatisſie one who wou'd build 


on a Divine Promife, of an Infallible Guide, 


with a Rule given by Chriſt, or his Apoſtles, 


how to know this Guide in Caſe of Diviſions ; 
of which I had urg'd that they ſaid never a 
| * 
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Word; the Gentleman anſwers, That rhir « 
groundleſiy ſaid, and asks, By what Rule I know 
that Chriſt, or his Apoſtles, ſaid never a word of it ; 
is every thing they ſaid writ down in Scripture ? To, 
which I reply, No certainly, for of this I have 
a very good Rule to be aſſured, viz. The Scrip- 
tures telling me ſo : And if he cou'd give me as 
good a Rule how to know what they ſaid which 
| was not written, I wou'd willingly. ſubmit to 
it. But methinks the fame Evangeliſt who 
aſſures us, that Feſus did many Things which were 
not written, when he adds, ho theſe are written john _ 
that you may believe; ſeems to imply, that ſuc- v. 31. 
ceeding Ages cou'd not have ſufficient certainty, 
to ground their Belief on, if they had not been 
written. However, if the Gentleman will not 
allow this Inference, if he will think, that tho' 
the Evangeliſts profeſs to write that we might 
believe, and that believing we might have Life; 
yer that they needed not to have writ for that 
End, nor did write all that was neceſſary to it; 
but that this very neceſſary Point, of a Rule 
© | howto know our Guide, was one of the things 
which they omitted to write; yet I hope he 
will not in earneſt expect an Anſwer to his 
Queſtion, How ſhall T know that Chrift, or his 
Apoſtles, ſaid , not a Word of it. Every one 
knows that a Negative ſufficiently proves it 
ſelf, at leaſt it is the ſame to us, if it does nor 
appear that a Thing is, as if it were not; the 
Queſtion therefore is not, how I know that 
they did not ſpeak of ſuch a Rule, but how I can 
know that they did ; and till that is prov'd, I 
may be allow'd to ſuppoſe they did nor. ri 
And now if the Gentleman thiftks fit to 
maintain, That Tradition is an expreſſive . | 
| | as 
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Cas his Words are) of the Infallibility of that” 
Part, which adhere (in Caſe of Divifons) to 
the Smcceſſor of the Chief of the Apoſtles, Let 
him conſider, that he muſt ſupport their Infalli- 
bility, with the ſame moral Arguments, on 
which Proteſtants believe the Divine Authority 
of the Scriptures ; (though I might exact 
. ſtronger from' him, who ſuppoſes thoſe not 
ſufficient for our. Belief of Scriptures 5 but to 
one who ſeeks the Victory of Truth alone, Ar- 
guments equally ſtrong will ſuffice) And I beg 
leave to give him a ſhort View of the Task 
which ſuch an Undertaking wou'd engage him 


in, that he may the more eaſily judge whether 

it can be perform'd or not. „ 
If then he wou'd maintain on moral Grounds, 
The Divine Inſtitution of all the Subordinati- 
ons in the Church, and the Infallibility of Su- 
periors, from their exerciſing Authority, with the 
Submiſſicn of the Faithful to their Deciſions, He may 
be pleas'd to conſider, whether he can affirm, 
that it is morally impoſſible that ſuch Subordi- 
nations cou'd ever have been eſtabl;ſh'd, if they 
had not been inſtituted by Chriſt, or his Apo- 
ſtles; or, that when they were eſtabliſh'd, that 
it was impoſſible for the Superiors to extend 
their Authority to things in which they had 
none; or that their Inferiors ſhou'd ſubmit to 
their Deciſions, without believing them Infalli- 
ble : But if none of theſe Things are morally | 
impoſſible, (which all the Subordinations that 
are in any Human Society, all the Encroach- 
ments on the Priviledges of Subjects, and all the 
exerciſe of Authority in Civil Governments, 
that have ever been ſubmitted to in the World, 
abundantly evince that they are not) Then 


fuch 
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ſuch Exerciſe of Authority, with the Submiſſi- 
on of Inferiors, are not ſo good grounds for 
our Believing the Infallibility of Superiors, or. 
their Divine Inſtitution, as we have for the Au- 
thority of the Scriptures: For no Inſtance 
can be produced to confute the Aſſurance 
we have, from the Nature of Things, and 
of Mankind, that the Scriptures cod never 
have been receiv'd, as Books written by inſpir'd 
Men, if the firſt Chriſtians to whom they were | 
deliver'd, had not known the great Fucts contain d be 
in them te be true; which Facts prov'd that their 
Authors were divinely aſſiſted; and farther, 
that it is morally impoſſible, that Books of ſuch 
Importance, which were ſo early diſpers'd into 
all Parts, and on which ſo many Eyes were, in 
all Corners of Chriftendom, cou'd have been 
corrupted in any ſucceeding Age; thoſe Books 
being read among all Chriſtians, from the Apo- 
ſtles time, conſtantly appeal'd to in. all their 
Controverſies, and moſt of them having ne- 
ver been queſtion d to be written by thoſe 
whoſe Names they bear, but were own'd as 
ſuch, even by the Enemies of the Religion 
they contain. Theſe are Grounds, on which 
all Mankind are agreed, that we may be ſuffi- 
ciently certain of the Author, and the faithful 
Conveyance of a Book; but they are ſuch, as 
perhaps nothing, of any other Nature whatſo- 
Y |, ever, is capable of. However if the Gentle-- 
b man wou'd apply them, to a Traditionary 
Doctrine, of the Infallibility of the Church; 
If He will ſay, That tis equally impoſſible 
"of that this Doctrine cou'd ever have been receiv'd, . 
» | unleſs it had been deliver'd by the Apoſtles ; 
ch | vr, that being deliver d by them, it is morally 
: ary TOY | impoſſible 


impoſſible that a Doctrine of ſuch importance, 
cou'd be corrupted, miſunderſtood, or miſre- 


6 
ce 


preſented, in any ſucceeding Age: Let him 45 
obſerve firſt, That there is nothing in this Do- la 

ctrine, that anſwers to thoſe Facts contain d W 

in the Scriptures, which ſerve ſo well to aſſure | - 

us of their Divine Authority, being of ſuch a 25 

Nature as the firſt Chriſtians cou'd not be mi- 5 

ſtaken in, and which by receiving theſe Books 80 

they atteſted to; an Advantage that no un- 8 
written Doctrine can pretend to, by which to G 
prove it ſelf of Divine Original: And next let IC. 

him conſider, How the Doctrines of the Mil- [7 
lennium, and that of the Neceſſity of the Eu- rf 

chariſt for Infants, came to be receiv'd, as Apo- I. 

ſtolical Traditions, ſo Early, and ſo Zeneral- 

ly as they were ; How thoſe many Traditions, , 

Merk7. by which the Fews made the Word of God of none ||... 
13. effect, were receivd among them as deliver'd 5 


by Moſes: And laſtly, How that moſt important 
Doctrine, of the Being of One God, truly de- 
liver'd to our Fathers, was corrupted, and loſt, 
in the Polytheiſm, and Idolatry, of almoſt the 
whole World; tho* when Men liv'd to ſee the 
third and fourth Generation, there was far grea- 
ter Advantages than ſince, for conveying an 
unwritten Doctrine ſecurely, ; 

If then theſe General Propoſitions cannot be 
maintain'd, to ſupport the Doctrine of a Li- 
ving Infallible Guide; and He wou'd venture 
che Matter on this particular one, That in Fa# 
we have as clear, uninterrupted, and univerſal, a 
Tradition, of this Doctrine, as we have of the Au- 
thority of Seri prures; ˖ 7 

He may be pleas'd to conſider, firſt, What | 
Evidence we can have of char, without thoſe : 


Ge- 


— * ® * . 5 * wa 83 m 
7 te NED 3 x * n 5 ie fg * 
* N 
% 


1 TT. 5 
General Propoſitions, that is, How we can be 
certain that any Thing has been convey'd to 
us, through many Ages, clearly and without 
any Alteration, unleſs we can affirm, that it is 
morally impoſſible it ſhou'd be otherwiſe ; Next, 
Whether the great Number of Chriſtians, who 
own no ſuch Tradition (as thoſe of the Greek 
Church, and of the more Southern, and Eaſtern 
Parts, who yet do all give Teſtimony to the 
Scriptures,) will not be a great Prejudice 
againft ſuch an Aſſertion, not to ſay a plain 
Confutation of it; And laſtly; Whether the 
many different Opinions about this Infallible 
Guide, even among the Aſſertors of it, As whe- 
ther the Pope alone is Infallible, or a Council 
ithout the Pope, or with him, or neither Pope, 
Yr Council, but rhe Church Diffuſive; and whe- 
her this is by a continued conveyance of Tra- 
licion from one Age to another ( according 
0. Mr. Serj eant and his Diſciples) or by a per- 
vetual Aﬀiſtance of the Holy Ghoſt ; (as is 
ore generally taught ; ) Whether, I ſay, theſe 
Aarious Opinions of the Infallible Guide, are 
ot Proofs, That this Doctrine has no more 
ome down to us by any clear, or certain, than: 
t has by an univerſal Tradition. 
And if on all theſe Conſiderations it ſhou'd. 
ppear, that we cannot have an equal certainty 
f the Infallibility of the Church, as of the 


Friptures, by Tradition; (as I doubt not to 


firm, that there never was ſo clear, ſo unin- 
:rrupted a Tradition for any Thing, as that 
hich conveys the Scriptures to us) Then it. 
ill follow that my Arguments cannot juſtly 


e curn'd againſt the Scriptures, tho they are 


ond againſt a Living I»fallible Guide; which is 
what 


2 Theſl. 


2. 15 


(a1 


what I was to ſhew, and conſequently that I 
had reaſon to require a plain Proof of ſuch a 
Guide, from the written Word of Gd. 
But we are exhorted, in the laſt Paragraphs 
Not to forget hat the Holy Ghoſt inſpired St. Paul 
fo record, To ſtand faſt, and bold the Traditions we 
have been taught, whether by Word of Mouth, or 
Writings Apoſtolical ; which Text being often 
brought to prove that the Scriptures are not our 
only Rule of Faith, I wou'd not omit to conſi- 
der it in particular, and it may not be impro- 
per here. St. Paul charges the Theſſalonians to 
Hold what they had been taught, either by Word, or 
his Epiſtle, (not by Writings Apoſtolical, which 
ſeems artfully ſubſtituted, that St. Pau! may be 
thought to include all that was written by the 
Apoſtles ) from which Text I ſee not that any 
thing can be prov'd, but that St. Pau} had 
taught the Theſſalonians ſome Things which were 
not in his Epiſtle, as no doubt he taught them 
all the Doctrine of Chriſt, all that is contain'd 
in the Goſpels ; which they were certainly as 
much oblig'd to hold when they receiv'd it from 
the Apoſtle's Mouth, as if it had been writ- 
ten: But perhaps it will be urg' d that St. Paul 
in this Chapter is ſpeaking of Traditions which 
were never written, as of the hinderance of the 
coming of Antichriſt, and that therefore the 
Exhortation in the Text muſt not belong on- 
ly to ſuch Traditions as were afterwards writ- 


ten: To which I anſwer, That ſuppoſing thigh: 


Argument good, and that the Theſſalonians were 
oblig'd to hold ſome Traditions which were ne- 
ver written, particularly that concerning Anti- 
chriſt ; yet if they have not performed their Du- 
ty therein, if not only they, but the whole 

2 Terk Ca. 
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Carbolick Church, has ſuffer d this Tradiriom to be 
intirely loſt, ſo that to no Church. in the World 
it can be ſaid at this Day —— Now you know 


what with-holdeth that he ſhou'd be reveal'd, &c. 


This can only ſhew how much more faithful- 
ly Traditions are kept, by Writings, than by 
Word of Mouth ; ſince we only know that 
there was ſome hindrance of the coming of 
Antichrift, becauſe ſo much is written, but what 
that hindrance was, we know not, becauſe it 
was not written: And ſo of all the Miracles 
which our Saviour did, thoſe few only which 
are written, are preſerv'd and believ'd ; thoſe 
infinitely more, which St. Jobn tells us he did; 
that were not written, are intirely forgot; 
and therefore tho the firſt Chriftians, who ſaw, 
and heard, thoſe Things, might be oblig'd to 
hold them, yet we cannot be ſo, who have no 
poſſible Means of knowing them: But ſince 
there was ſo great Danger, as appears by the 
Things mention'd in theſe Texts, that what 
was truſted to Oral Tradition ſhould be abſolute- 
ly loſt, have we not great reaſon to conclude, 
that God in his Providence took Care, that all 
that was neceſſary to be believ'd, ſhou'd be 
plainly written ; and that among them we 
ſhall find ſome Direction to a Living Infallible 
Guide, (if ſuch a Guide was deſign'd us) that 
we may Believe, and that believing we may 
have Life. | 

Nothing then remains but to examine what 
the Gentleman has ſaid againſt the Senſe in 
which I underſtand thoſe Texts of Scripture, 
which are uſually urg'd in this Queſtion ; But, 
What are we now to do? Judging for my ſelf of 


the meaning of Scripture, is it ſeems an Offence 
| againſd 


whether ſuch Things as ought to agree w 


; „ r 
againſt it, or as he calls it, ruling my Rule; 1 
confeſs I did think the Uſe of a Rule to be, that 
thoſe to whom it is a Rule, ſhou'd judge by it, 

ith it, 
do ſo, or not ; and I did not imagine that ir 
was a Preſumption to pretend to underſtand 
our Rule, ſo far as is neceſſary to that End, or 
that underſtanding a Rule, is ruling the Rule 
which if it be, How can a Rule be of any. Uſe 


to us? That is, indeed, How can it be a Rule? 
But why is it that private Perſons cannot un- 


derſtand ſuch Things as ſeem plain in the Scri-: 
ptures? Were hoſe Things underſtood by the 
People, when our Saviour, or his Apoſtles, ſpoke 
them? If they were, Cou'd not the Evange- 
liſts write the ſame Things, in Words as Intel- 
ligible, or in the ſame Words, in which they 


were ſpoke ? If they cou'd, What reaſon is 


there to doubt that they wou'd ? Or, to think 
the ſame Things, are leſs Intelligible when they 


are written, than when they were ſpoken ?/|_ 


Tis true the Scriptures have been miſunder- 


ſtood, or perverted , and that, in Matters of 


great importance; but this is no Argument 
that they are not plain in ſuch Things, for 


thoſe who have milinterpreted them, have not 


done it by adhering to the plain, and obvious 


plain Texts, in a different Senſe from the moſt 
literal Meaning of. them, when there was no- |, 
thing in the known Nature of the Thing, that 


Senſe of them; but, either by —— | 


requir'd it; Or, by determining obſcure Texts, 


to A certain Senſe, as agreed beſt with their 


Prejudices : And perhaps there are none more 
in danger of being miſled by theſe Means, 
than thoſe who ſubmit their Judgments to a 


Church, 
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> How | 
vrofeiſes to have another Rule 
ptures, by which they may rule 


Church, that | 
beſides the Scr 


- | this Rule; however, all the Miſtakes about the 


. - | meaning of Scripture, only ſhew, the great 


than I have mention d. 
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Danger of being too Careleſs, too Curious, or 


any way Byaſs d in ſtudying them, for as they 
muſt be very liable to Err, who will too curi- 


| ouſly ſearch into Things not plainly reveal'd, 


or who eſtabliſh Articles of Faith, on obſcure 
Texts; ſo there is nothing ſo plain that a Mind 


| ſtrongly prejudic'd may not pervert, or a neg- 


ligent Perſon miſunderſtand. My Letter , I 
-preſume, does not need an Infallible Interpre- 
ter, tho' the Gentleman for want of a little 
Care, has miſtaken my Meaning in more-Places 


But, after all, what ever may be ſaid againſt 


.| judging for our ſelves, How is it avoidable in 
the Queſtion we are upon? I am enquiring 
for a Living Infallible Guide, and am told that 


the Scriptures aſſure me there is ſuch a Guide, I 
am very glad of it, and deſire to ſee this in the 


.| Scriptures ; when the Texts are produc d, I do 


not find that they expreſs. any ſuch” Matter: 
What then, ſays the Gentleman, you muſt not 


judge for your ſelf, what the Senſe is of thoſe 


Texts; I then deſire him to tell me, how I 


| - ſhall know, whether they mean that the Church 


is an Infallible Guide, or not, if I muſt not 
judge of their Meaning ;. to which I know 


not what Anſwer He can give me, but this, 


| That I muſt underſtand them, in the Senſe that 
the Church underſtands them in: But, I re- 


ply, I am ſearching in the Scriptures, whether 


the Church is an Infallible Interpreter of them, 


is an In- 
fallible 


or not, muſt I then _— that She 


s 


John 16. 
13. 


Deut. 
27. 
Lot. z0 
Callkem. 


fallible Interpreter, becauſe the Scriptures ſay 
ſo, and believe the Scriptures ſay ſo, becauſe 
be is their Infallible Interpreter? For my part 
I know not how to get out of this Circle, un- 
leſs I may take the Liberty of judging for my 
ſelf ; and, indeed, to what purpole are any Ar- 
guments brought either from Scripture, or Tra- 
dition, for an Infallible Guide, or how ſhou'd 
we be convinc'd by them, if we muſt not 
judge for our ſelves, what force they are of? 
Let us then take a Review of thoſe Texts o 
Scripture I had mention'd, with his Objecti- 


ons againſt the Senſe in which I underſtand}; 


them. 2c OT 7 
The firſt I remark'd on was that of St. John, 
which is always apply d to the Church, and in 
which there is a plain Promiſe of Infallibility, 
to thoſe to whom it is ſpoke ; but I had ob- 
ſerv'd that there is no more reaſon to extend 
one part of the ' Promiſe, wiz. that the Spirit 
ſhould lead them into all Truth, to the Succeſſors 
cf the Apoſtles, than the other, that He ſhould 


ſhew them them tThings to come, which is not pre-]; 
tended to belong to them; and to this the: 


eee did not think fit to give any An- 
wer. os £2, I 

On the Promiſes: in St. Matth. and St. Fobn, 
of our Saviour's being, with them to the end of the 
World, and the Spirit's abiding with them for ever, 
I had obſerv'd firſt, that ſuch Expreſſions are 
frequently us'd in the Scriptures, when they 
mult be taken in a reſtrain'd Senſe, not to ſig- 
nitie Eternally, but Perpetually, to the End of 
their Lives to whom they are ſpoken; to this 
He ſays nothing, but I added, That how far, 
or to whomſoever thoſe Words may be extend- 
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ed, a Promiſe of being with any one, ſignify'd 
Aſſiſtance, and Protection, but not Infallibili- 
7 and the Reaſon I gave for ſaying ſo, was, 
that That Expreſſion is us'd in ſeveral plages of 
Scripture, for a Promiſe of God's Protection 
to his People. This, he ſays, is a poor Shift to 
evade the Force of thoſe Terms. Whereas I thought, 
that examining in what Senſe, an Expreſſion 
found in one Text, is us'd, in other Places of 
Scripture, is ſo far from being a Shift to eyade, 
that it is the beſt Shift we can make, to find 


*Yout the importance of any diſputed Expreſſion: 


bis ſarrowful Church : This Task of proving 
that a Thing is not ſaid, or what it does 
in other Places, is not the Rule of their Mean- 
ing here, unleß I can prove, thvt they do not 
ſignify ſomething elſe here , when Chriſt employs 
them to expreſs his conſolatory Promiſes to bis 
But, it ſeems, that what thoſe Terms ſignify 
not mean, the Gentleman is frequently putting 
me upon; but, I hope, he will think me a lit- 
more reaſonable, if I rather require of him to 
proye, that thoſe Terms do ſignifie ſomething 
elſe here ; for till that is done, their meaning 
in other Places, will be a very good Rule ta 
judge by of their meaning here, tho' employ'd 
to expreſs Chriſt's conſolatory Promiſes to bis 
afflicted Church; For why, I pray, can no- 
thing but a Promiſe of Infallibility comfort her? 
Are not God's Promiſes of Aſſiſtance, and Pro- 
tection, ſufficiently Conſolatory to her? If He 


thinks ſp, I ſhou'd be tempted to deſire a Proof 


from him, that they are not; but, I hope, he 
has higher Thoughts of ſuch Divine Favours, 
than to attempt That, or to need any Proof 
from me that they are. If then a Ee of 
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God's Afliſtance, and Protection, may be. a 
conſolatory Promiſe to his ſorrowful Church; 
and that thoſe Expreſſions of God's being with: 
any one, of his never leaving, or forſaking 


them, do in other Places ſignifie his Providence 
in affiſting, and protecting them, but not In- 
fallibility ( tho' they may ſignifie here a more 
than ordinary Providence; for I did not intend 


that Word in ſo ſtri& a Senſe, as he ſeems to 
take it,) but what reaſon is there to think they 
have a different ſignification here, when Chritt 
employs them to comfort his ſorrowful Church? 


Is there not rather all reaſon to think they 


have not, unleſs, as I faid, it be plainly prov'd 
that they mult ſignifie ſomething elſe here? 


Matth. 18. On that Expreſſion in St. Matthew, Tell the 


17. 


Church, he ſays, I am too bold in affirming, that it 
is meant of private Differences in Civil Matters, 
and that Heathen and Publican fignifie no more than a 
Man ſued at the King's-Bench. As to that Part, 
Let bim be to thee as a Heathen, or a Publican. I 
was the leſs exact in expreſſing my Thoughts 
of it, becauſe my Subject only requir d me to 
obſerve, what kind of Matters our Saviour 


chere enjoins them to refer to the Church: 


But when I ſaid, that thoſe who refus d to ſub- 
mit their Differences to the Judgment of the 
Church, might be proſecuted in Temporal 
Courts, I did not mean that Heathen and Pub- 
lican, ſignified no more than a Man ſued at the 
King Bench; but on the contrary, that the rea- 


cauſe he was to be look d on as a very ill, and 
incorrigible Man, ( ſuch as the Fews thought, 


the Heathens, and Publicans were) and no longer 
do be conſider d as a Member of the Church. 


But 
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But as to the Matters, which our Saviour 
commands them to refer to the Church, what- 


' | ever the Gentleman thinks he means, I would 
appeal even to himſelf, whether our Saviour's 


ords, If thy Brother treſpaſs againſt thee, are not 
uſually ſpoken of Injury's done by one Man, 


| to another, either in his Goods, Perſon, or Re- 
| 1 and if they are ſo, let any indiffe- 


rent Perſon judge, whether there is moſt Bold- 
neſs in affirming (as I do) that our Saviour 
meant what he ſaid, and meant nothing elſe, 
or in ſuppoſing (as He does) that our Saviour 
did not mean, What he did ſay : But, perhaps, it 

may be again requird of me to prove, that 
the Words here, do not mean ſomething elſe, 
than they us'd to ſignifie in other Places, a 
Task I deſire to be excus'd from. However, 
tho it is more than neceſſary, I will offer at 
ſomething like a Proof, that our Saviour did 
intend, what he did ſay, i. e. that private Dif- 
ferences ſhou'd be referr'd to the Judgment of 
the Church, or that aſſembly of Chriſtians 


which the contending Perſons were Members 
of; For why elſe does St. Paul ſo ſeverely blame 1 Cor. 
the Corinthians, for going to Law before the Unjuſt, 6. 1. 


and not before the Saints. And v. 6. But Brother 

oeth to Law with Brother, and that before the Un- 
. I ſuppoſe it will not be ſaid, that it 
was about Matters of Faith, that St. Paul re- 
proves them for going before the Unbelievers ; 
and whether it was on the account of any In- 
fallible Authority in the Church, that he wou'd 
have them ſubmit their Differences to the Judg- 
ment of the Saints, or only for fear of 3 


er | ſcandal to Unbelievers, let the whole Diſcourſe 


determine, particularly obſerving the 5th Verſe, 
ür » © 02 3 f | * I; 
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Ts-it ſo, that there is not one wiſe Man among you ? 
No not one that ſhall be able to judge between bis 
Brethren? And Verſe 7. Now bee there is ut 
terly a fault among you, becauſe ye go to law one 
with another: Why do ye, not rather take wrong ? 
Why do you not rather [offer your ſelves to be de- 

frauded ? It ſeems then St. Paul wou'd have 
them bring their Cauſes before the Saints, or 
( Tell the Church ) not becauſe they could not 
judge amiſs, but becauſe it was better to ſub- 
mit to the Deciſion of any one, tho' leaſt 
eſteem'd in the Church, as Verſe 4. or to take 
wrong, than to give ſcandal by their Quarrels, 
to thoſe that were without. And why our Sa- 
viour's Words, which ſeem ſo plainly to ex- 
preſs the ſame thing, muſt be underſtood in 
another Senſe, I ſee no reaſon but to ſerve an 
Hypotheſis. | | 

I come now to the laſt Text I had conſider d 
which is the firſt taken Notice of in the Anſwer, 
ix. Chriſt's Promiſe to his Church, That the 
Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt her. And 
here the Gentleman deſires it ſhou'd be obſerv'd 
how I cavil at the Term Prevail, which he 
ſays I like not, and aſſigns a Reaſon why I dont 
like it, becauſe, ſays he, If tis allow'd that the 
Church ſhall not be prevail d upon by the Powers 0 
Hell, then it is clear Error, (a Helliſh Power ) ſhall] 
not prevail againſt her, which is the ſame thing as 
that ſhe ſball not fall into Error. To this I anſwer, 
firſt, that I did not intend to cavil at the Word, 
by ſaying that in the Original it ſignifi'd an 
entire Victory, but only to expreſs what I un- 
derſtood by it; and next that if I had done fo, - 
it wou'd have been upon ſome better Reaſon 

than to avoid the Conſequences of it, for I 
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[ aſſure him IJ have no more laid it down for a 


s Principle, That the Church js not Infallible, than 
> | I wou'd have others do, that ſhe ic Infallible : 
a But I began my Search with a full Perſwaſion, 


that my Eternal Salvation depended on my 


p judging with Sincerity of the Arguments on 
t | both Sides, eſpecially of thoſe which are urg'd 


© | from the Holy; Scriptures, But whether the 
} Gentleman will believe this, or not, he might 
„ | have ſeen by my reaſoning on this Text, to- 
wards the end of my Letter, that I needed not 
9 | to cavil at the Word Prevail, for fear of the 
Conſequence he draws from it, for it is there 
very plain that I do not allow that Conſe- 
quence ; ſo far am I from taking Errors pre- 
vailing againſt the Church, to be the ſame 
thing with her falling into Error, that I have 
there ſuppos d, that dangerous Errors may be in 
the Church, whilſt ſhe retains all Truths »e- 
ceſſary to Salvation; and then I enquire, how, 
whilſt ſhe retains all ſuch Truths, (tho' with 
a mixture of many Errors) the Gates of Hell 
( ſuppoſing that to mean Error) can be ſaid 
to prevail againſt ber; ſo that I cou'd not cavil 
at the Term, Prevail, to avoid a Conſequence 
which I did not, nor do yet ſee; and if he had 
a mind to convince me of it, he ſhou'd not have 
thought it ſufficient barely to affirm, what I had - 
deſir d a Proof of, viz. That if ever any Error 
ſhou'd be receiv'd in the Church, the Gates of 
Hell wou'd prevail againſt her: Tis plain in- 
deed, as he ſays in another Place, That if ever 
ſhe ſhou'd make Shipwrack of ber Faith, ſhe ceaſes to 
be a Church ; but it is not ſo plain, that every 
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Error is a Shipwrack of the Faith. The Church 


of Pergamos is told, that ſhe bad not denyed the Revel. f. 
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Faith, though there were a few things againſt 


ſuits, the Dominicans, and theFranciſcans, will be | 5 


t 

d 

n 

as à Helliſh Power, according to the Importance 4 
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C 
her, the Doctrine of Balaam, and that of the 
Nicolaitans, which doubtleſs was a very Errone- | tl 
ous one, ſince Chriſt ſays he hates it: The Je- 


allow'd, I ſuppoſe to have kept the Faith, and Ir. 
yet either the Dominicans, or the other two, jt 
muſt hold an Error, ſince they hold things e 
contrary to each other; and why the whole] 2 
Church may not as well keep the Faith, ( and ſt 
ſo the Gates of Hell not prevail againſt ber) tl 
though ſhe ſhould hold ſome Errors, I ſee not.] F 


Were not the Doctrines of the Millennium, andi tl 


of the neceſſity of the Euchariſt for Infants, Er- ſi 
rors, which once were generally receiv'd in the 

Church? Had then the Gates of Hell prevail'd| I 
againſt her? If not, then the Promiſe that the] I 
Gates of Hell ſhall not prevail againſt the] S 
Church is not the ſame, as that ſhe ſhall notſ ð 
fall into Error, notwithſtanding Errors being] © 


(as he tells us) a Helliſh Power. And I deſireſ tl 
the Gentleman to conſider whether by inſiſting 


on the Word Hell, making it to ſignifie Error, 


of that Word in Engliſh, he has not given me 
juſt Occaſion to cavil at that Term ? unleſs he 
thinks the meaning of the Word in the Origi-| n 
nal, is not the Rule of its meaning here; for no] le 
doubt he is not to learn, that the Word tranſla- I 
ted Hell, has not the ſame Signification in theſ\% 
Original, as the Term Hell, commonly ſtand 
for in our Language ; and if by Hell, ſhou'd be 
underſtood the Grave, and by the Gates to it, 
Death, or Deſtruction, what wou'd become of 
his Helliſh Power ? But let that Phraſe ſignify 
what Powers he pleaſes ( as it very 9 — 

ue 


rene 
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inſt | cludes every Power that wou'd oppoſe 1 


| og ; ; for 
Fe. | what elſe is to prevail againſt her? Nor 2 this 


ing] derſtood them in the ſame Senſe, if they had 
ror,| not firſt laid down for a Principle, that they 
ncel muſt believe them in the Senſe they are taught 
by their Infallible Church; and whether that 
be a right Diſpoſition, for ſeeking the true 
igi- meaning of thoſe Texts, from which we wou'd 
nol learn if ſhe is Infallible, or not, let any unpre- 
ſla-| judiced Perſon judge. And now I think all that 
thehis material, has been ſpoken to, for I have 
nd ſhewn, Firſt, That his chief Argument, why 
bel Proteſtants ſhou'd own the Church Infallible in 
it, all her Deciſions, is built on a wrong Suppoſiti- 
off on, viz. That they believe her Infallible in her 
ify] Deciſions concerning Scripture, which ſince 
in-| they do not, that Argument which runs 

D through 


[ 42 ] 
throngh the whole Paper is of no Force. Se- 
condly, I have ſhewn, That his great Objection 
to my Arguments againſt an Infallible Guide, 
viz. That they equally overthrow the Infallibi- 
lity of Scripture, neither is juſt, or if it were, 
wou'd be of any uſe toward eſtabliſhing the 
Authority of the Church; on the Contrary, I 
have ſhewn that by. ſuppoſing ( as he plainly 
does) that my Arguments are good again 
Scriptures, he has overthrown the Infallible Au- 
thority of the Church; for he has not preten- 
ded to a greater Evidence from Tradition of the 
Infallibility of the Church, than we have of the 
Divine Authority of Scripture ; and I have 
maintain'd, that we cannot have an equal Evi- 
dence of it from Tradition: So that, if my 
Arguments are good againſt the Scriptures, they 
are certainly good againſt the Intallibility of 


the Church; and if they are not good againſt| 


the Scriptures (as I have ſhewn they are not) 


then his Objection is groundleſs, and either 


way my Arguments will remain in their full 
force againſt a Living Infallible Guide; this 


Objection being ſo unlucky as to do his Cauſe 
no ſervice, whether true or falſe. And thus the 
Authority of the Church being. again- reduc'd 
to a Tryal by Scripture, I have ſhewn; Third- 
Iz, That the Senſe in which J underſtand: the 
Texts urg'd for her Infallibility, is the moſt 


plain and obvious Senſe of them, according tal} 


the uſual ſignification of the Words (which is 
St. Auſtinès Rule to underſtand them by, when 
there is nothing in that Senſe abſur'd, or impi- 
ous, to force us to ſeek another) and no Proof 
Has been offer d that theſe Texts ought to be 
underſtood in another Senſe, but I am put on 


the 


ird 
the 
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the unreaſonable Task of proving in one Place, 
chat the Words do not, and in another, am ac- 
cus d of Boldneſs for affirming, that they do 
ſignifie, what they us d to ſtand for; and to the 
moſt important, which I had ſhewn muſt be 
limited to the Apoſtles, nothing at all is ſaid. 
So that I am as far to ſeek as ever for a Living 
Infallible Guide, finding no Direction to ſack 
a Guide, in the Scriptures, nor any Tradition 
ſufficient to give a Moral Certainty of it. 

And now (tho! it is foreign to my Subject, 
yet being greatly to my Purpoſe in entring on 
it) I woud mention a Conſequence I draw 
from the little Certainty J have found in the 
Arguments for a Living Guide ; which is, That 
finding it moſt Rational to take the Scriptures 
for our Guide, there ſeems to me much greater 


Safety in the Communion of Proteſtants, than 


in that of the Curch of Rome, for this reaſon, 


That in all thoſe Practices, by which they dif- 


fer in their Way of Worſhip, as Adoration of the 
Hoſt, Prayer to Saints, Worſhip of Images, Hal, 
Communion, &c. Every ordinary Underſtand- 
ing may ſee, that theſe Things are not plainly 
contain'd in the Scriptures, and that therefore 
they cannot be neceſſary ; (which the Church 

of Rome allows they are not) Whereas, nothing 
leſs than — Infallible Interpreter, can aſſure us, 
that they are not contrary to the Scripture, and 


> tall} conſequently very dangerous. 
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